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Application/Control Number: 1 0/792, 1 8 1 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2681 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-2, 6, 16-17, 21-22, 31-32, 35-36, 41-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "trusted" in claims 1-2, 6, 16-17, 21-22, 31-32, 35-36, 41-44 is a relative term 
which renders the claim indefinite. The term "trusted" is not defined by the claim, the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of 
ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. "Trusted 
software" could be interpreted as compatible software or executable software. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 3-9, 16, 19-24, 31-38, 41-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 


anticipated by Tamaki et al. (US 2003/0054796 Al). 
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Regarding claims 1, 16, 3 1, 35, 41, 43, Tamaki et al. teaches a method to provide a 
service for a user device with a service provider, comprising: establishing a trusted service 
provisioning relationship between the user device and a bridging user device through a first 
wireless network; providing a desired service for the user device (e.g., end user terminal 1 1 1- 
113, see figure 3) with the service provider via the bridging user device (e.g., terminal 115-1 17, 
see figure 3) and the first wireless network (e.g., adhoc network), and through a second wireless 
network (e.g., cellular network) that couples the bridging user device to the service provider; 
while providing the service, recording charging data for the service provisioning relationship 
between the user device and the bridging user device; and reporting the charging data fi'om the 
bridging user device to the service provider (see figures 3 & 5 and paragraphs [003 1-0033], 
[0035]). 

Regarding claim 3, Tamaki et al. teaches the method as in claim 1, where the first 
wireless network comprises a local, short range wireless network, and where the second wireless 
network comprises a longer range wireless network (see figure 3 and paragraphs [0031-0033]). 

Regarding claims 4, 19, Tamaki et al. teaches the method as in claim 1, where the first 
wireless network con5)rises a wireless local area network (WLAN), and where the second 
wireless network comprises a cellular wireless network (see figure 3 and paragraphs [0031- 
0033]). 

Regarding claims 5, 20, Tamaki et al. teaches the method as in claim 1, where the first 
wireless network comprises a Bluetooth network, and where the second wireless network 
comprises a cellular wireless network (see figure 3 and paragraphs [0031-0033]). 
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Regarding claims 6, 21, 32, 36, 42, 44, Tamaki et al. teaches the method as in claim 1, 
where establishing includes negotiating the specifics of charging for the trusted service 
provisioning relationship between the user device and the bridging user device (see figures 3 & 5 
and paragraphs [0031-0033], [0035]). 

Regarding claims 7, 22, Tamaki et al teaches the method as in claim 1, where recording 
charging data uses at least one charging metric that is negotiated between the user device and the 
bridging user device when establishing the trusted service provisioning relationship (see figures 
3 & 5 and paragraphs [0031-0033], [0035]). 

Regarding claims 8, 23, Tamaki et al teaches the method as in claim 1, where recording 
charging data accounts at least for the use of the second wireless network by the bridging user 
device (see figures 3 & 5 and paragraphs [0031-0033], [0035]). 

Regarding claims 9, 24, Tamaki et al. teaches the method as in claim 1, where recording 
charging data accounts at least for the consumption of at least one resource (e.g., repeater 
function) of the bridging user device (see figures 3 & 5 and paragraphs [0031-0033], [0035]). 

Regarding claims 33, 37,Tamaki et al. teaches the mobile device as in claim 32, where 
said specifics of charging comprise use of said second wireless network by said another device 
(see figures 3 & 5 and paragraphs [0031-0033], [0035]). 

Regarding claims 34, 38,Tamaki et al. teaches the mobile device as in claim 32, where 
said specifics of charging comprise use of at least one resource (e.g., repeater function) of said 
another device (see figures 3 & 5 and paragraphs [0031-0033], [0035]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 17, 10-1 1, 25-26, 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tamaki et al. in view of Kirkup et al (US 2004/0142686 Al). 

Regarding claims 2, 17, Tamaki et al. teaches the claimed invention except the use of 
trusted software. However, the preceding limitation is taught in Kirkup et al (see paragraph 
[0084]). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply the teaching of Kirkup et al. to the teaching of Tamaki et al. in 
order to provide security for users and for the network. 

Regarding claims 10-11, 25-26, 39-40, Tamaki et al. teaches the claimed invention except 
reporting occurs periodically while the service is being provided. However, it would have been 
an obvious matter of design choice to have reporting occur periodically while the service is being 
provided since the invention would perform equally well regardless of when the reporting 
occurs. 

7. Claims 12-13, 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tamaki et al. in view of Sakakura (Document ID: JP 2002209028 A). 

Regarding claims 12-13, 27-28, Tamaki et al. teaches the claimed invention except the 
credential information wherein the credential information comprises an identification of the user. 
However, the preceding limitation is taught in Sakakura (see the abstract). It would have been 


Application/Control Number: 1 0/792, 1 8 1 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2681 

obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the 
teaching of Sakakura to the teaching of Tamaki et al. for security purpose. 

8. Claims 14, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tamaki et 
al. in view of Sakakura (Document ID: JP 2002209028 A) and in further view of Piazza et al. 
(US 2003/0061358 Al). 

Regarding claims 14, 29, the combination of Tamaki et al. in view of Sakakura teaches 
the claimed invention except the information that identifies the user is encrypted. However, the 
preceding limitation is taught in Piazza et al. (see paragraphs [0025], [0138]). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the 
teaching of Piazza et al. to the teaching of Tamaki et al. in view of Sakakura to increase network 
security. 

9. Claims 15, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tamaki et 
al. in view of Sakakura (Document ID: JP 2002209028 A) and in further view of Von Kaenel et 
al. (US 2004/01 17358 Al). 

Regarding claims 15, 30, the combination of Tamaki et al. in view of Sakakura teaches 
the claimed invention except the charging record for the session is uniquely identified based on a 
session identifier. However, the preceding limitation is taught in Von Kaenel et al. (see 
paragraphs [0974], [1032]). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Von Kaenel et al. to the teaching of 
Tamaki et al. in view of Sakakura to properly charge the user and to provide network security. 
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Conclusion 

10. Applicanfs amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Contact Information 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huy D. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-7845. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


Huy Nguyen 



